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Mr, FRITCHEY stated he had. known DREW PEARSON for about ten 
years -and visits him periodically averaging, perhaps, once a - month. 

. He did not believe he had seen PEARSON since the visit on December 12, 
1951. 

. On Decemb er 18, 195 lj Mr. FRITCHEY was re interviewed by Agents 

. . and | | at which time he was 1 shown the DREW PEARSON column 

; : dated December lit th, which appeared in. the “New York Daily Mirror" of 
• : December ,15* 1951 j and . the DREW PEARSON column, which appeared in the. 1 
> "Philadelphia Bulletin" of December 15 th, Mr. FRITCHEY examined both 
columns, and stated they are reasonably accurate accounts of- the 
material, which ANDERSON had displayed to him on the night of December 12 
at the home of PEARSON, He stated that tabloid papers have, a tendency 
to condense and rewrite, and he thought, perhaps, the article in the , 
"Bulletin," which is slightly different from the "Mirror" column, would 
, be more likely to be an exact or nearly exact copy as furnished by 
PEARSON. 1 ~ 1 • 


As a matter of interest . Mr. FRTTnHKY advi sed that on the 
evening of December 17th. 1 of. 

phoned him and invited him to play t^ridge the .night of Decembir 18, - 
1951, at the PEARSON residence. Mr. FRITCHEY expressed the, thought, 
that, perhaps, Mr. PEARSON contemplated making some discreet: inquiries 
of him concerning developments • growing out of the instant leak, , 
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: • ; v .; ■' DREW, PEARSON. AND ROBERT, S. ALLEN COLUMNS .. , . 

• * The column under the by-line of DREW PEARS CW appearing in the New 
fork Daily Mirror for December 15, 1951,. reads as follows! , • 

"Washington, Dec. li*. i — Theworidsatup over Pres. Truman* s 
•.[publicized meeting with the Joint Chiefs of Staff when he returned 
from Key West, but it was routine. The highlight was aii assurance 
/,* from Gen. Omar Bradley that . a cease-fire could be worked out in Korea . 

’ "The diplomatic and military chiefs were waiting when HST strode . 
in, grinning.'. He shook handball around, said it was • good to be 
backs asked how they’ liked his t^. r : - ; 

"He let the joint chiefs do most of the talking,, and here is a 
r? ^ . brief account of what happened: V . 

"Truman sat back, called fbrviews,and made such comments as: 

^ - ■ •That's a tough one’; ; . .. 

. A"Br$clley led with a summary of the Korean situation, reported 
: the Reds seemed ready to come to tbrma, that a cease-fire agreement. 

^ could be worked out if both sides made concessions . 

' ?iy "Gen . Vandenber g , Air Chief, opposed major concessions, was 
'J,:;/; adamant against allowing the Commuxxists to build airfields during 
^e cease-fire .• v 

"Gen. Collins, Army chief, opposed giving in on troop rotation , : 
< The Chinese propose a freeze on all. troops entering Korea, blocking •. 

replacements for combat veterans This would be a blow to morale. •. 

. ' Collins warned. ■ 

/ -.. yi. "Silent [Admiral . • 5 : . 

. "Collins agreed ’ minor concessions ' should be made to win Solas 
? in return. Truman commented that no concessions should be granted 
that' -we-, 'would later regret 1 . . • • 

Mo'' ; - ( "Admiral Fechteler made only a half -minute speech, pledged that,' 

. the Na^y is prepared to carry out ’any mission any time any place* . . 

"For.' the Army, Collins pledged the Army couldn’ t be blasted out 
of Korea, could hold on ’until heil freezes over’ ; . [i 
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' . w One was yielding to the Reds on inspec- 

tion behind the ’ linesl.^i^'have' : - been holding out for it by U.N.- 
Communist teams, but the Reds, want it 'by 'neutral' nations, -- and, 
■.jlvWjat'itteahi' Polahd and GzediOsloVakia . Later they agreed to con- 
: eider Denmark, Sweden and Switzerland. , These would be acceptable 
to us. Bradley prbpoaed!’ giving ground here and it has been done. 

1 "The principaithemewas that a. cease-fire maybe close, with 
. a, settlement, within' ;20 days. Some details will be left to iron 
out later . ; ■.* '"".’--CV v ' \ 

■ “Another matter discussed Was. the question of withdrawing U.N. 
troops altogether -r after the armistice . The facts regarding this 
must not be polished now." • 


Through inquiry at the 'Bell Syndicate, Inc., 229 West i±3rd Street, . 

New York bity,- it : was ascertained that in the original column as dispatched by 
PEARSON to Bell Syndicate there s^peared under the caption "Silent .Admiral? 

' the' following* C ;• VV •' • , v . 'v.;.V,* '' 

/ ^Preside nt TROMM' s dniy coimient was that every effortahould be 
made to reachaceM concessions should be granted; that we 

'would later regret’ , ; \ 

^ On. the bhsis of the’saiae inquiry it was ascertained that following 
the dispatch: of the original article to Rell Syndicate, PEARSON : requested that 
the above paragraph be changed to readi. 

; "President TRUMAN commented that no concessions should be granted 
• \ that -,we’ would later- 'regret. . .;•/ 

It was further determined from the Bell Syndicate that in the original 
dispatch sighed by DREW PEARSO^ 

? "The chief theme of the; meeting was that a cease-fire agreement may 
be clohe at hand; § 'All, signs point to a settlement within the next 20 days. 

Though some details will : ’be. left, to iron, outaf ter the December 27 deadline, ./ 
we are sure to grant a; short extension, to clean them up." ' 

Subsequent tothefilingCf the original dispatch and before publication, 
, .PEARSON request ed that the , last.. sehtence,of the above paragraphbe changed to 
read* - "Some details will be left to • iron out after the Deceiver- 2? deadl±he,. tt 
In making the request for this change PEARSON . stated in addition, "In 'other words, 
omit the word \ though' and the words 'we are sure to grant a short extension to- 
clean them up’ ." '■ ’/ '■ 

V% - i- ~-S2G - 
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' The New/lork Post, for December 13,. 1951*. in its "Blue Final" edition 
■ : attributed the following column to ROBERT S'. ALLENi 

^ can have a ceaSe-fire in Korea, , 

. but! 1 at'Vfchi^ important concessions to the Reds. 

; : VThatV : a;what the Joint Chiefs told the president in their big. 
conference with him after his return. Gen. Bradley declared the ,, , 
protracted reached the point 'where a few v 

, conceeHoiten^ ! b«^h;,^des Cc^d bring an agreement if .the Communists 
• -^really: want .one'? ' . ‘ •> 

i“ ' What they want?’ asked the President. 'The deadlock gets , 

; down to thiafei,!' ‘.epqaia^ the right to 

■ : . continiie ; t>c|'^dtate'.^M^vtrod]pS' ae we have been doing for months. The . 

Reds are flatly - refusing to ’ allow that They are insisting on a ; 
complete freeee on replacements , and : weapons . , But they -have indicated 
they, woiJ.d imake concessions on that if we will allow them to build 
some airfields "in North Korea. . We have refused to do •that.: Obviously, 
they are using the rotation issue to. try to wrest concessions .. from . us 
on the airfield: demand.' * 

••Geh.jHbyb Vandenberg: Vigorously opposed giving any ground on 
that.' V; ■ ./■ \ ; ' v \; 

. . f’X want a cease-fire, if ope can be worked out that is fair and 
•\ proper,' declared the Air Chief of Staff. ' But I don' t see. how we. 
can safely do : aisything that will enable the Reds to build up their 
4 air strength. That is what pezMtting them to build airfields will 
amount to. Such bases in : North Korea will be of great combat value 
to; them, if they decide to break t^e f truce next spring, which I wouldn't 
. put past them.';. v \ . V 

"Gen. J. La^on Coll^ to favor some terms on the 

airfield /dispute. -.’-He ^ thou^t scathing could be worked out on that. 

But the Army Chief of Staff was adamant in insisting the .Coimnuriists' 
be required to agree to rotation of U -N . troops . 

- : "I That would be £ serious bloir 'to the 'morale of -'our men,' Collins 

, ; argued. ' I amr to any concession on that. It is an 

. unfair demand, and the only reason the Beds are making it is to try to 
v " force us to giyd in on airfields.' *. 
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"'Our Army can hold the present/ line until hell freezes over, and 
; I am flatly opposed to giving the slightest ground on the replacement' 
issue. The Reds would have the same right as us on that, and I don't • 
see: why they should object to it, except for trading purposes.' V : 7 


•• "Bradley agreed with Collins, but emphasized the importance of 

' not allowing the Communists to build up a powerful Air Force; 

: "President Truman listened intently to the military leaders and 

4 said nothing until they finished.- Then he told them - 

, "'As you know I am very anxious to bring the fighting to an end 

- : if .that is possible. But ; i will not agree to concessions to the Commu- 
nists /that we may regret later on. We want, to be very careful that 
'".v .-V'We ' f do hot sell ourselves short in our eagerness to- secure a truce for 

7" . our men. ' • ■ 

. : ' . "Also discussed was the question of building up the South Korean 

V ' 1 Army, as this column has reported was proposed by General Ridgway.' " 


Through the .Post Hall Syndicate, Inc., 295 Madison Avenue, New York 
City, -it was ascertained that the mimeographed copy of the quoted ALLEN article 
.reflected that the article, as filed by ALLEN, also included the following: 

/-/ "He wants to increase the ROK divisions from 11 to 20. No 

*7 7 decision was reached on the matter, but President Truman strongly 

approved thei plan. 'I am for prompt action on that,’ he said. , ■ 

'It seems to’ me a very sound thing to do.' Similarly, the President 
... approved 7 , moving to Korea one of the two National Guard divisions 

now in Japan. This has been suggested by Ridgway in order , to per- ; 
mit; the transfer of one of the battle -experienced divisions in Korea 
to Europe General Eisenhower has requested that." 

The original dispatch f iled by PEARSON with Bell. Syndicate In- ... 
corporated was received by wire at approximately b P.M, on December 11, 1951* 
The change in the PEARSON column was received at Bell Syndicate from PEARSON 
by wire on December 12, 19$1. The dispatch from ROBERT S* ALIEN to the Post 
Hall' Syndicate Incorporated was 1 received by them by mail on December 11,. 

1951* • v- : •• •' • ., ; 


WFO' 65-6060 


NEWS DISPATCHES 


V In. order to show what details '.of ' the President’ s conference, of 
December 10, 1951, were reported in general news dispatches, the items appear- 
ing . in; several publications were examined, and the following quotations there- 
from are set forth as being of possible interest to this investigation. • 


' ■ WASHINGTON. STAR, December 10/ 1951, 
by JOSEPH, A^FOX ' •' r ; -y -y 


’’Korea was among the subjects discussed but the meeting was- not 
poinfihed to that subject.^ ■ (Mr. JOSEPH SHORT). 

.^.officials here indicated that he (the President) wanted a. 
detailed first-hand account of recent developments in Korea with full 
reports bn possible 1 new moves in the armistice talks.” . i ; > 

"The. deadline for the Korean truce negotiations is December 27 ♦" 

"Mr. Short said that the meeting took up European affairs... . ." 

"President Truman. also said yesterday that one of the reasons 
for his return was to talk 'with people recently in Europe.” 


NEWSWEEK, December 17, l?5l • 

■ National Affairs ’ ' r_ .; •••• ;; 

"The actual situation! General Matthew B. Ridgway wanted in-* 
structions about what kind of truce Conditions he could make, particu- 
larly ' concerning exchange of prisoners and inspection.” 

; WASHINGTON TIMES HERALD. December lQ t ‘ 1951. 

Evening Edition ’ “ ■' 

"One of the matters presumably discussed was what course the 
United States should follow if the present Korean truce failed to 
; produce a complete armistice by December 27, the deadline set by- - 
truce negotiators.....” (Associated Press) . 


Ml- y 
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.'T/ . NEW, TCJEIK '/TIMES .December 11, 1951. 

5y W. H^aWRENCE ^ " 



. ; "There iris' saidtobe a strong belief that the Chinese and North 
. Korean Communists had concluded that it wasmilitarily impossible to 
expel United Nation forces from Korea and how really wanted a r cessation 

• of the^^ting ; i>here ^ ■ ■ ". v 

, "In quarters toat have followed closely the long drawn-out nego- , 

. tiations. ^. . . there was speculation that , a compromise might be near on 
the controversial inspectionr-enforcement issue, which has deadlocked, 
the truce tadks. since. November 27* \ 

??ew believed toat /all the odds and. ends of an armistice could be 
/ bargained; out and agreed, to by December 27, the present deadline for 
: the negotiators to reach complete agreement on an armistice . . . . ." 

"There seemed general agreement that toe United Nations policy- 
" makers would not oppose a further 'extension of this time limit, now 
. only seventeen days off, if the present battlefront lull continued." 

"In the cautiously optimistic reports of a possible Korean cease- 
; fire in the not distant future ; which followed in toe wake of this 
1 session^ the talk of compromise on the controverted inspection- 
enforcement issue centered on elaboration of a Communist proposal. . ... 

At that time toe Communists suggested Poland and Czechoslovakia/, both ,.V 

• members, of toe Soviet bloc/ as two toeutral* nations qualified to’ ' ’ 

r , supervise enforcement of an armistice .... . At the same session, however, 
the C onmunist negotiators conceded, in response to Allied questioning, 
that, they wodid also consider Switzerland, Sweden and Denmark as, 

, ‘neutral 1 nations qualified to supervise the behind-toe -lines inspection. 





i IHTERVIEW- WITH ADMIRAL ROBERT L. BENNlSQN 


. ■ Admiral DENWISON was interviewed at his residence on December 17* b7c 
1951, by Inspect»t Cm. E. HENNRICH and SA I I He advised 

..that in pursuance of the decision of the President to have the December 10, 

1951, meetingj he telephonically ad^sed Adndral UpJjCO R of the Joint Chiefs 
of Staff, of the fact the meting was:, to be hel^and furnished similar ad- 
vice to Mr* WEBB of the Department of State, and informed he made both, of 
thesetelephb 8, 1951, from KeyWest. 

With reference to the question as fo~ufietffer an agenda had been 
prej^red and ^sti^buted to those who attended the meeting,. Admiral DENNISON 
advised that none had been prepared* He said that in a general way those 
who attended the: conference would know of problems which had arisen regarding 
world affairs and wcaiLd cei^inly be prepared to present . the views of the 
. particular department involved in a conference of this type* He said that 
the persons he had called would be aware of the fact that certain questions; 
regarding cease fire negotiations would come up at the conference by reason 
. of a previous exchange of radio messages referring to unresolved questions* 

, - Admiral DENNISON stated that at the time the conf erence, broke up 

no particular group was observed by him td be gathered in any sort of a 
discussion to the extent that such a fact Was brought to his. attention* He ’ 
advised he recalled that the President desired to see Mr* WEBB following the 
conference and it is. bis recollection that at the end of the conference, Mr* 

WEBB went; to the office of the President* When WEBB left the -Cabinet Boom, 
he; left by' a door which would take him out to the corridor where the press 
would be aware of the fact that he had gone to the president's office* The 
reminder of the persons attending the conference left throu^i another door 
and the press would not necessarily .be. aware of their specific presence at 
the time* ; Admiral' DENNISON advised that he does not recall thatanyone 
. arrived at the, conference following' the arrival of the President. He like- 
wise i 3 ^able to recall that anyone left before the end of the confersnce 
and did not recall any; secretaries or. other persons having occasion to enter the 
conference room during Its progress* He stated that, he took no material to 
the conference,, took ho notes whatever and informed that he recalled! seeing 
no one take notes with the exception of Mr* JAMES LAY, who took notes for 
the President*. . \ ■ i-.' 
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Admiral DENNISON advised that upon the conclusion' of the conference, 

• in view of the interest of the press in the meeting, he instructed Mr. JOSEPH 
SHORT of , the White' House 'staff to advise the press that at the meeting the 
President 1 had .discussed world affairs and no policy decisions, had been reached. 
DENNISON stated he might not have used these exact words, but the words do 
reflect the sense of what he told SHORT. He stated, he did not furnish Mr* 
SHORT any further information as to what had transpired at the conference, 

• This statement was made after conferring with Admiral SOBERS. . He was advised 
. it has been indicated that SHORT had stated to the press that Korea had been 
discussed at the meeting,. He said SHORT' may have made such a statement, but 
. . he 'does riot recall authorizing him to so state* 

Admiral DENNISON was requested to furnish the identity of. all 
individuals with -whom he had discussed the conference - * He replied he had 
. discussed the conference with no individual who had not attended it* He 
further advised he has made no written record of any type pertaining to any 
matter under discussion at this conference. He stated he does not know DREW 
. PEARSON, does not know JACK ANDERSON and does not know ROBERT ALLEN. . He ad- 
vised he has, not had contact with any of these individuals or any employees 
. . or representatives or associates of these persons in any way concerning the 
subject matter of this investigation* He does not know whether anyone who 
.. would have any connection with these persons, was present at the White House 
on December 10* .v 

Admiral DENNISON .read the column Under the by-line of DREW PEARSON 
appearing in the New York Daily Mirror for December 15, 1951, and furnished 
his comments concerning the relative points of accuracy and inaccuracy as 
appearing in the article. He advised that the statement concerning .the fact 
' that the diplomatic and military chiefs were waiting when the President walked 
, into the conference room, is obviously correct*.. He advised that the statement 
■ that the President shook, hands all around is true and that in fact the Presi- 
- . dent to the best of his recollection, shook hands with all individuals in - 
the Cabinet Room* Concerning the mention appearing in the PEARSON article 
of the President^ tan, he stated he doubts that this is true and informed he 
is unable to recall any comment concerning whether the President had a suntan* 
With regard to the statement that the President permitted the Joint Chiefs of 
Staff to do most of the talking, he stated he believes this is accurate* 

In the same regard, he advised with respect to the comment attributed to the 
President “that’s a tough one,” that while the President probably did not 
use these exact words, he might from time to time have made comments identical 
V in: sense* ’ 1 . 


• V,.. ’.W-’V 'V ' / 
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Admiral' 'DENNISON advised the statement that General BRADLEI led 
with a summary d£ the Korean situation is accurate and informed that in 
fact General BRADLEI did so' at the; direction of the President and spent 
perhaps as much as eight minutes in covering the Korean military situation/, 
including in ■his briefing , the use; of ■ iaaps prepared for this purpose/., ... He 
■stated he; is reasonably certain. General. BRADLEf did not, as reported in 
the PEARSON column, say the'Reds seem: ready to come to terms, but believed 
that from the. summary furhished. by ;■ General BRADIEI it could be accurately 
concluded he did state a cease vfire agreement could be worked out if both 
sides made, coiicessionsi In explaining this , he advised he does not recall 
General BRADLEI actually making such. a statement, but informed that a 
eohclusion based on. what he did state to this effect would not be erroneous* 

With' regard to the comments attributed to General VANDENBERG in 
• the FEARSQN article , Admiral DENNISON advised he could not recall General 
. VANDENBERG commented particularly on the" sub ject matter of major. concessions* 

In Connection with the, statement attributed to General COLLINS ' 
concerning the opposition to making concessions in connection with the rota- 
tion of troops. Admiral DENNISON advised he saw no particular reason to 
attribute this comment specifically to COLLINS, adding that COLLINS did not 
take, any stronger position in this regard than anyone else at the conference* 
He; stated the statement does accurately reflect the view held by many 
individuals* . He did state General COLLINS did comment on the matter of 
troop rotation* He commented particularly that the wording of this portion 
of the PEARSON article in his opinion implies that some individuals at the 
conference favored the making of ; concessions with respect to this point " 
and he stated such was not the case. Still in connection with the statement 
attributed to General COLLINS, Admiral DENNISON informed he Could not recall 
COLLINS making the comment that we should make minor concessions in order 
to receive the same. In the same regard in connection with the comment 
attributed to the President, to the effect no concessions should be granted , 
that we would- later regret. Admiral DENNISON advised the President did make 
a statement -to this effect but not necessarily in the same words. 

■ Relating to the coinment concerning Admiral FECHTELER, he stated 

FECHTELER did speak very briefly, but he cannot recall that he made the 
. "any mission any time any place" statement and informed that according to 
his recollection, such a statement: does not appear at all to. fit in with 
what the Admiral was actually talking about. 

With respect. to the "until hell freezes over" statement attributed 
to General COLLINS i Admiral DENNISON stated he does - not feel that General 
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COLLINS would have used this language at this conference, but informed that 
at the conference COLLINS expressed an. optimistic attitude as to the ability 
of the UN forces , to stay in Korea and to the best of DENNISON' s recollection, 
put some sort of a time limit on the ability of these forces, to stay in 

Korea;#':'!' . . . •" 

Admiral DENNISON, commenting in connection with the section of the 
PEARSON article dealing with inspection behind the lines, advised he cannot . 
recall that General BRADLEY offered the proposal attributed to him, in the 
article, nor can he recall specific mention in the, conference of the cpiintries 
mentioned in the article* . 


Admiral DENNISON stated the, conclusion in the PEARSON article, 
that the principal theme was that a cease fire may be close, with the . 
settlement within twenty days, is an inaccurate statement and. commented, 
•similarly concerning the statement there was discussed the question of . 
Withdrawing U*N* troops altogether after the. signing of an armistice* 

; ;' r . Aydmiral DENNISON advised that, to'; the best of his recollection, 
there liras no discussion concerning the December 27th cease fire extension* 
(This relates to an item which JACK ANDERSON agreed to delete from the column 
/.after he discussed it with General BRADLEY and attributes the particular . 
statement to the President#). 

Admiral DENNISON likewise read the article attributed . to ROBERT S* 
•ALLEN, as appearing in the New York Post for December 13, 1951* He stated 
the statement that the Joint Chiefs told the President the U«N* could have 
a cease fire in Korea at the cost of important concessions, is inaccurate 
and no such statement to his knowledge has been made by the Joint Chiefs# 

Re advised General BRADLEY, did not use the words attributed;, to the effect 
that a, few concessions on both sides could bring an agreement if the 
Communists really want one, but did advise that, during his comments, BRADLEY 
undoubtedly made statements from which such a conclusion could.be inferred*. 
With further regard to the statement attributed to General BRADLEY,. Admiral 
DENNISON advised he would describe this portion of the article as generally 
accurate as to the sense of what was . actually, said by General BRADLEY* He 
added that he cannot, of course, say that these were the exact words used 
by General BRADLEY* 

Admiral DENNISON commented on the statements attributed to 
General VANDENBERG by advising he could not recall General VANDENBERG' 
stating to the effect he desired a cease fire* He believed the General had 
made a statement with respect to the potentialities involved in the build 
up of. Red air strength* He stated he. did not recall the General using 
the words "which I wouldn' t put past them#f 
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Concerning the comments attributed to General COLLINS, Admiral 
DENNISON felt that a reading of the ALLEN article would suggest that the •' . 

matter of rotation, of troops was in dispute and informed that such was not . 
the case* He stated he does not believe that General COLLINS said "it is 
an unfair demand, and the only reason the Reds are making it is to try to 
force us to give in on air fields*" He. stated that the comment attributed 
!' to COLLINS concerning the ability of the U.N. armies to hold in Korea is 

essentially correct* He informed that the ALLEN article is accurate in , 
indicating the opposition of the Resident to the agreement on a con- 
- • plete freeze with respect to replacements and weapons. 

. ' . Admiral . DENNISON commented with respect to the statements 

attributed to and comments made concerning the President, . and advised that . 
the ftesident di4 noti as commented in the article, listen intently to. the . 
joirtt Chiefs and then make * a final statement, but during the conference 
did* in at least a general way, express the views attributed to him. 

. ' In summarizing his views concerning both the JEARSON and ALLEN 

. . articles. Admiral DENNISON informed he felt it is. likely both columns were 
prepared from the same basic material. He Commented that it appears same- 
: what strange that practically no mention was made, of the European situation, 
whereas in fact more than one half of the. time of the conference was expended 
in .a; discussion of the European situation* He advised that in his opinion, 
it appears quite unlikely, that either article could have been written by 
an individual who did not have at least limited access to the agenda of the 
conference. He described the two articles as relatively accurate as to the 
subject matters under discussion, to the extent to which they were reported 
in the columns, but as inaccurate in attributing the views indicated to the 
persons mentioned in thV articles* He commented without attaching any 
significance to this fact, ; that both articles purported to mention' only the 
;• views of armed forces personnel, including the President, and failed to 
mention the views of civilian persons in attendance, some of whom had very 
definite views and expressed them,' . “ 

. \ Admiral DENNISON observed that he, was unable to see from a perusal 

of; the PEARSON and ALLEN columns why anyone from the conference would dis- 
close inf onnation for the press. He particularly stated he saw no'. interest 
. 'to be served on behalf - of any agencies represented* He commentedthat there 
v-v ' was - a. remarkable degree of agreement on the part of all present concerning 
\ -the items described and advised that such disagreement that did exist was 
primarily with respect to details or timing rather than substance; Admiral 
DENNISON was requested to furnish any information in his possession which 
• would reflect upon the question at issue namely, who of those attending 
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the conference may have furnished information, to the press or -who may. have 
been responsible for information getting to the press* DENNISON stated 
that hie had absolutely no facts upon which to base any opinion as to who 
might have been responsible for any information, being furnished to the press* 
He did state that because of his intimate knowledge of certain . individuals, 
he would state that it would be, in his opinion, psychologically impossible 
for them to be responsible. In this group, he placed the following: 

The President, General. BRADLEY, JAMES LAI, Admiral SOUERS, 
Secretary LOVETT, Admiral FECHTELER, General LANDRY, General VAUGHAN, and 
H. FREEMAN MATTHEWS* . 

DENNISON specifically pointed out that there should be no inference 
' that others might be suspected by him, informing that his degree of associa- 
tion with the remaining individuals has been less extensive* 

Admiral DENNISON, after receiving the approval of the President, 
reviewed for the benefit Of the interviewing agents, on December . 20 , 1951 , .. 
the notes, which had been made at the December 10 conference by Mr. JAMES 
. LAI* • In conducting this review and analysis > Admiral DENNISON discussed 
the various points of accuracy and inaccuracy of the material appearing 
ih the PEARSON and ALLEN columns, a substantial portion of which he had 
already commented on in the interview conducted on December 18 * He in- 
formed upon the couplet ion of the review of the notes, that this, review 
had served more definitely to confirm his previously expressed opinion that 
both the PEARSON and ALLEN articles were written by an individual who. had 
had access in some form to at least a limited account of the conference* . 
Admiral DENNISON in commenting on the relation of the columns to the con- 
ference notes, pointed out that certain matters actually covered at the 
conference of particular security significance, were not covered in either 
of the columns. 
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INTERVIEW WITH . GENERAL HARRY' H* VAUGHAN ", 


General VAUGHAN w as interviewed Dece mbe r 15. 195 1. at his 
residence by Special Agents ] | and 

General VAUGHAN advised that be had attended the conference 
of the Joint Chief s of Staff in the Cabinet Room of the White House 
on December 10, 1951* General VAUGHAN- stated he had made no preparar? 
tionis for the conference and had taken, no notes while at the conference. 
He. stated he observed that JAMES LAY had taken notes at the. conference, 

. .. but he was unable to say whether Mr* LAY's notes were voluminous Or . 
not. . He stated that he had hot prepared any memoranda on the conference 
. .and that he had not discussed it with anyone with the exception Of 
' General LANDRY, at which time he remarked to General LANDRY the wide 
.. difference of opinion of General VANDENBERG and General COLLINS with 
respect to. the withdrawal of our troops in Korea in the event of a. 
■.'■’-cease .-fire, order*, ' > 

He stated after the President left the room he, VAUGHAN, 
immediately 1 started for his own office and outside of the Cabinet 
. Room he. stopped for ;a moment and kidded Mr* WEBB about, a red tie he 
was wearing, and that, thereafter, he went directly to 1 his. own 
. office*' . 

- The article appearing in the "New York Post ’Blue Final* "• 
edition for December 13 > 1951, under the by-line of ROBERT S. ALLEN, 
was read to General VAUGHAN* He was asked to comment as. to whether 
this column accurately reflected the statements or views expressed at 
the conference by the individuals mentioned* 

v-v ... General VAUGHAN 1 stated the material appearing in the ’article 
was substantially that which transpired at the conference. He stated 
he could not, of course, recall the exact verbiage Of the various 
speakers at the conference, but the theme set forth in the article was 
■ substantially the. same, and the statements attributed to, the various, 
individuals attending the conference were substantially the .statements 
made by these individuals at the conference* , . " 
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General VAUGHAN stated it was remotely possible, in his opinion, 

V ihat a person not in attendance at the conference could have prepared the 
article, but he thought it was miraculous if this was done in the absence of 
. actual attendance or access to ah oral or written account of the proceedings . 
General VAUGHAN pointed out the person preparing the ALLEN article could have 
discussed the conference with someone, who had talked to a person attending 
the conference arid who had possibly; divulged what transpired at the conference 
v with no intention of divulging .these matters . In explaining this. General 
VAUGHAN stated it was possible some person attending the conference ’ may have 
V.: discussed what transpired at the conference with one of his subordinates arid 
. the subordinate was responsible for the leak. 

General VAUGHAN stated the portion of the article attributed to 
the, President was "pretty near on the nose", and that this could not have 
• been gotten out. of thin air. He pointed out General BRADLEY/ at the con- 
ference, had mentioned the building up of the forces of the South Koreans, 
and stated it would be some months before those forces would be self-sufficient. 


General VAUGHAN stated that during his. years of experience at the • 
White House, he had found the security of the State Department was hot good, 
mainly because of their peculiar administrative set-up and described it as 
not as effective as the security maintained in other Government agencies. He 
explained this by saying that perhaps due to their administrative set-Up, 
matters of highly confidential nature are filtered down within the State De- . 
partment from high level to lower level subordinates. He stated he felt it 
was, undoubtedly , due to thi s filtering process in the State Department that 
the Department had been responsible on many occasions in the past for the un- 
timely or premature release of . confidential matters. General VAUGHAN speci- 
fically pointed out he was in ho way stating the State Department or any 
•member of that Department was responsible for the leak involved in this in- 
quiry. He did state that if he had to give a quick answer as to the source 
of this leak, he would say the State Department * He stated he could not con- 
ceive of the leak emanating from the White House. He stated he had the highest 
regard for the White House staff, and he knew of no one on the staff whose 
activities gave him any cause for suspicion. \ ■ 

General VAUGHAN stated he is of the opinion that, if the leak oc- 
curred through an individual in the military establishment , it would not be 
an accidental divulgence but rather a deliberate divulgence, and he contrasted 
this type of divulgence to that which he had offerred in connection with, the , 
State Department. . ^ /V ; . • 

General VAUGHAN stated in his opinion, this would be true of a 
military establishment because it is his belief that DREW PEARSON has on his >. 
papoll at; least one individual highly placed in each of the - three establish- 
ments who serves as an informant for him. He stated he bases this on the 
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many articles which have been written by PEARSON on confidential military and 
political matters in the past which certainly, in his opinion, could only 
have come from the military establishments injplved. In this connection, 
General VAUGHAN pointed out that when LOUIS^UOHNSON was Secretary of Defense., 
he' knew Mr. JOHNSON was a close friend of I$EW PEARSON , and PEARSON visited • 
Mr* JOHNSON in his office about twice a week, and that ) [ a. leg-man 

-for PEARSON, was in Mr. JOHNSON’S office almost every day/ ’ He stated it was 
his opinion that JOHNSON wm PEARSON' s pipeline to the Department of Defense. 
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With respect to DREW PEARSON, General VAUGHAN pointed- out he was 
naturally prejudiced to PEARSON because of the. continued, unjustified criti- 
cism he haid received % rom PEARSON in his newspaper articles. General VAUGHAN 
was asked when he had last seen PEARSON or any of his employees. General 
VAUGHAN stated that he had first met PEARSON about two months ago at a, dinner 
- in the Carlton Hotel when he was introduced to him in the lobby by Commissioner 
F. JOSEPH DONAHUE of the District of Columbia, at which time he merely ac- 
knowledged the introduction. He said he had not seen or talked to PEARSON or 
any of his employees since, the conference occurred on December 10, 1951 . 

/ G / - L During the interview with General- VAUGHAN, with relation to DREW , 

/ .PEARSON, he advised in the past he' had become acquainted with other. leg-men 
working for PEARSON but had had no contact with any of these individuals with 
relation to the conference on December 1G> 1951. 

'■ General VAUGHAN was asked if he khew JACK ANDERSON. He stated that 

. ha did that he, believed the last time he saw ANDERSON or spoke 

to him was at the Argentina Embassy, he believed in about 19U8, when, he (VAUGHAN) 
received a decoration from the Argentina Government, pointing out that, ANDERSON 
. ; was present at ; the/ ceremony . as PEARSON'S "inside man". 

General VAUGHAN was asked to furnish, ,on the basis of his long ex- 
periencein the White House and Association and contact with the personnel at- 
tending various Presidential conferences of the type involved, any suspicions 
or suggestions which, ih his opinion, might be of any possible aid to the FBI 
in carrying out the instructions of the President that the source of the leak 
.. In this matter be identified. He replied that the information attributed to 
, r him hereinbefore constitutes all that hA is: able to offer. ■„ ' 



INTERVIEW WITH GENERAL ROBERT LANDRY 


General ROBERT LAND RY , Air Force Aide to the President, was 
interviewed by Special Agents ! | and l I 

in his office at the White House on December 14, 1951* General LANDRY ■ 
advised that he had attended a meeting of the Joint Chiefs of Staff with 
the President on December 10, 1951, in the Cabinet Room at the White 
House, 

General LANDRY stated he made no notes at the conference, nor 
did he recall seeing anyone else making any notes. He stated he. had .■ = 
not been briefed ori the agenda for the conference and that no printed 
agenda was prepared, .He stated as soon as the conference was over, he 
. himself did not stop to talk to anyone but .started towards his Own 
office and while onpeute, he stopped in the office of Mr, MAT^wNNELLY 
and that Hr, JOEjfsilORT and Admiral DENNISON were there and Mr, SHORT . 
■asked General LANDRY if the President had designated someone to see 
' SHORT about giving out a press release# General LANDRY stated that he 
told SHORT, "No", and suggested that he see Mr, LOVETT or the President* 

General LANDRY stated, at no time has he prepared a memorandum 
concerning what transpired at the conference nor has he seen, any memoranda 
prepared by anyone else# He further Stated he has not heard of any 
> memoranda being prepAred on this conference* General LANDRY stated he 
had not discussed thi3 conference with anyone other than the President, 

General LANDRY stated he did not know JACK ANDERSON and that 
he had never met DREW PEARSON and that to his knowledge, he knows no one 
in the employment of DREW PEARSON, He stated, Of course, he knows of 
DREW PEARSON and knows him when he sees him. He stated he has not talked 
to him on the telephone and that he did not see him in the White. House at 
, the time of the conference# He stated the last time he saw PEARSON was. 
about a year ago# 

General LANDRY was asked if he had any suspicions about anyone 
who would have had any connection with, the alleged leak of information 
of what transpired at the conference and he replied in the negative, 
and stated he was unable to furnish any information, whatsoever, in this 
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INTffiVIEW 7ETH ACHIRAL SIDNEY W. SOUERS 


' Admiral SIDNEY W. SOUERS was 'intervie wed on December 19. 195 1, 

by Inspector CARL' E. ‘ HENmiCH ; and Special Agent 

At the beginning of the interview, Adffidjal SOUERS indicated that he was. 
already aware of the fact that the.. President had requested the Federal . 
Bureau of Investigation to endeavo* to identify the reported leak involved 
in this matter.,., • •; ' 7 ' 


v *. • .C lv . .. 


Admiral SOUERS advised during the conference he made no notes 
and subsequent to the conference did not dictate or record in any form , 
any of the mattery discussed at v thb ^o n i erence * He likewise advised he. 
has not discussed the matters considered at the conference with anyone* 

He advised that he did not. know positively that the meeting was to be , - 
held until the morning of the. meeting. 

- He advised,; to the. best of his recollection, that he receive d 

a tele phone call during the evening of Deb ember 8. 19$1, from a 
j | of the New. York, News, who .called him in relation to the rumored 
^return of the President bp; Washington, He . advised that he furnished . 

I | no information and recalle d that following the conclusion of the 
conference on December l0± 195i,j J again called him and wanted to 
know what had happened* to whieh^dmlrai SOUERS responded, he could not 
' furnish him any information whatsoever. ■ 

• Admiral SOUERS, advised that he did not know of the meeting in 
advance, nor the specific matters which would be' discussed* He advised, 
however, that due to his knowledge of current conditions and his position 
that he could surmise as to the. matters which would be on the agenda. - 
In this regard, he commented that newspaper reporters and journalists 
possessing an awareness of political conditions and particularly with 
- regard to the existing situation in Korea, and having knowledge, of the. 
fact a meeting was to be held* could likewise engage in speculation as 
to the matters which would be discussed at such a- meeting and do so with 
a relatively fair degree of accuracy. 

: Admiral SOUIRS advised that upon the termination of the Conference 

and acting oh instructions received by him, he and Admiral DENNISON in- 
structed Mr. NHORT, with respect to the making of a press release, that 1 • 
the reporters should be told the President discussed world affairs and 
no decisions on policy were reached. . . ? 
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Admiral SOUERS read the article by DREW PEARSON which appeared ; - . ' . 
in the "New York Mirror”, on December l£> 1951, and the article prepared 
by ROBERT S. ALLEN appearing in the ’’New York Post" on December 13» 1951* . 

.• In commenting on these columns. Admiral SOUERS advised that in his opinion V. 

; both represented poor reporting* In explanation of this, he pointed but : - 

;-.y that. according to his understanding of the matters actually discussed at • 

the conference, four key points were involved* He stated that none of * ' 

the key points is covered in either of the newspaper articles in question* 

He advised that both articles .rather accurately reflect the atmosphere 
which prevailed at the conference. He did comment that it is his belief 
that a considerable portion of the views expressed in the two articles 
had already appeared in some form or other in the press prior to the 
conference* In support of his statement that the two columns are con- 
siderably inaccurate, he stated that.. to the best of his recollection 
General VANDENBERG did not express opposition to ma^or concessions* Along 
. the same line, he advised that the comment appearing in the PEARSON column 
V with respect to Admiral FECHTEIER is not only inaccurate but fails to 
make reference to an extremely important position expressed by FECHTEIER 
.at the conference. He stated that he is reasonably certain that General 
, COLLINS did' not make the statement, "until Hell freezes overt, and with 
further regard to the columns, advised that the articles did hot set 
. forth an extremely important comment made by COLLINS at the meeting,. . 
the publication of which would have been of widespread interest* He 
stated it was particularly sigxiif leant to note that whereas considerable , 
discussion was held at the conference with relation to the Eurbpean situa- 
tion, neither column commented in this regard. He stated that the portion 
v \ of the PEARSON article relating to yielding to the Reds on inspection . 

behind the lines is untrue since ;this discussion Was not engaged in at 
/ ithis. conference,- to the best of his recollection* ■ ,, 

'V, •. Admiral SOUERS Commented that there is nothing unusual about the 

fact that the President shook hands with those gathered at the conference,, 
since it is frequently his habit to do so at meetings of this nature* v 

With further relation to the PEARSON article. Admiral SOUERS com- 
' merited that in his opinion the statement that the "principal theme was that 
a cease-firte may be clpse * . * * *" was inaccurate* Oh the other hand, in 
commenting as to the last paragraph of the PEARSON article pertaining to the 1 
discussion of the withdrawal, of U.N* .troops, he advised in his opinion the 
inclusion of this statement in the PEARSON article definitely lends some 
credence to the viewpoint that at least some of the information reflected in 
the article was obtained from a person, having knowledge of the conference* 
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Ih analysing the quality of the information contained in the 
columns, Admiral SOUERS advised that it appeared to the major portion 
of the two articles could have been written by an individual sufficiently 
knowledgeable as to international affairs, who had at least some degree of. 
access to what was actually covered at the conference* In the same regard, 
he advised, it appeared to him from, a study of the two columns that .the' in- 
formation perhaps was made . available through a subordinate of an individual 
who attended the conference* '■ 


Admiral SOUERS was asked as. to whether he recalled, any mention at 
the conference by the President as to possible extension of the December 27 
cease-fire deadline* He stated he did not recall this* . 

Admiral SOUERS advised that he was unable to furnish any specific 
suggestion that he feit would assist the Federal Bureau of Investigation 
in carrying out the request of the President . :• , v 
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INTERVIEW WITH SECRETARY OF THE ARMY, FRANK C. PAGE 


Secretary PACE was in 
?lce by Special Agents 




Mr. PACE advised that he had attended the conference 
at the Cabinet Room of the White House on December 10 , 1951 * 

Mr. PACE stated he had not been briefed on what was 
to be discussed at the conference, but he had taken no notes 
at the conference and had not noticed anyone else at the con- 
ference taking notes. Mr. PACE stated since the conference he 
had prepared no memoranda, nor had he seen any memoranda pre- 
pared by anyone else pertaining to the conference, and, likewise, 
advised that he has discussed the conference with no one, with 
the exception of Mr. LOVETT, Secretary of Defense, and Mr. 
FINLETTER. He pointed out that he does not specifically recall 
discussing the conference with Mr. LOVETT or Mr. FINLETTER, but 
since the three of them returned to the Pentagon from the White 
House in Mr. LOVETT'S car, immediately after the conference, it 
is quite possible that the three of them did discuss or at least 
mention certain items which had been brought up at the con- 
ference. 

The article attributed to ROBERT S. ALLEN, as published 
by the "New York Post * Blue Final'” edition of December 13 , 1951 , 
was read to Secretary PACE. Secretary PACE was asked if the 
material appearing in the article was discussed at the meeting, 
and he replied in the affirmative. He pointed out that he could 
not recall the exact verbiage used by the various individuals at 
the conference, but that the material appearing in the article 
reported substantially the views of the individuals mentioned 
as expressed at this conference. 

Secretary PACE was asked if, in his opinion, the ALLEN 
article could have been prepared by anyone who had not been in 
actual attendance at the conference or had had access to a sub- 
stantially complete and accurate written or oral report of the 
conference. He replied that it was within the realm of possi- 
bility, but during his discussion of this point, indicated his 
view that the article could not have been written without aid 
of some type. 
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He pointed out, however, with respect to the views 
of General COLLINS as reported in the article, that these were 
substantially General COLLINS* views, but that he was positive 
that the verbiage used in the article was not accurate, parti- 
cularly where General COLLINS is quoted as having said "until 
hell freezes over"* He stated that he knows that General COLLINS 
did not say that* Secretary PACE stated that he is not certain 
that General COLLINS, at the conference, made as complete a 
statement of his views as IS reported in the ALLEN article, and 
doubts that COLLINS did do so. 

Secretary PACE, with respect to the statements attri- 
buted in the ALLEN article to General BRADLEY - , advised it is his 
recollection that, during the conference. General BRADLEY did. 
comment on airfields in North Korea and rotation of troops* 
Secretary PACE stated that he can«t recall that General BRADLEY 
tied these two items together in making his comments at the 
conference. He stated that he cannot recall whether, at the 
conference. General BRADLEY agreed with General COLLINS or not. 

With respect to the remarks made by the President, as quoted in 
the Allen article, he stated that this was substantially what 
the President said at the conference, although he could not 
recall the President's exact words. He stated that, with respect 
to the build-up of the South Korean Army, this matter was discussed 
by himself at the conference. 

Secretary PACE advised that he did not know JACK 
ANDERSON, and that he had met PEARSON only on about two occasions, 
both at social functions, and that on both of those occasions, 
the only Conversation he had had with PEARSON was of a social 
nature. He stated that the last time that he saw or spoke to 
DREW PEARSON : was six or seven months ago. He stated th at the 


only employee he knows of DREW PEARSON is | | whom he 

has met on about two occasions, and haA never discussed with 
I I any matters concerning the Department of Defense. He 
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any matters concerning the Department of Defense. Hf 

stated that he would say that he had not seen or talked to | 

I I for at least three months* He stated that he does not 


know and has never talked, to ROBERT S. ALLEN « 

Secretary PACE was asked whether he could furnish any 
information or make any suggestions which would assist the FBI 
in carrying out the desires- of the President in this matter that 
the source of the alleged leak of Information be identified. 
Secretary PACE replied that it was inconceivable to. him that, anyone 
who attended the conference had passed on or divulged anything that 
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was discussed at the meeting. However* he stated that it was his 
opinion that the material appearing in the ALLEN article came 
from someone who attended the conference or someone who knew why 
the President had called the meeting. Secretary PACE stated 
that* otherwise* he was unable to be of any assistance. Secre- 
tary PACE was asked, if he knew of or was suspicious of any 
security, weakness in the Departments represented at. the con- 
ference which might suggest a source for this leak, and he 
responded negatively. 
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INTERVIEW WITH THOMAS K. FINLBTTBR 

THOMAS K. PINLETTER, Secretary of the Air Force, was 
interviewed on De cember lk. 1951. in hi s office lri the Pentag on b6 
by. Special Agents I l and ! I b7c 

Mr* PINLETTER advised he attended a conference held in the 
Cabinet Room at the White House, on December 10, 1951* 

Secretary PINLETTER advised that prior to the commence- 
ment of the conference, he was not briefed concerning the agenda 
in any way. He recalled that General VANDENBERG came to his office 
sometime before the meeting on the morning of December 10, and 
said something about the meeting at the White House, but he did 
not recall exactly what was said by General VANDENBERG or discussed 
in this connection. 

Secretary PINLETTER advised he had gone from his 
office to the conference with Secretary PACE, He stated that 
upon conclusion of the meeting, he went downstairs from the con- 
ference room with Secretary LOVETT, He stated that Secretary 
PACE was detained a minute or two and joined Secretary LOVETT 
and him downstairs and they all three rode together back to the 
Pentagon in LOVETT’S car. 

He stated he is positive he took no notes, of any sort 
at the conference, and advised that during the conference, he 
could possibly have made a single note. He stated that if he 
did make such a note, he left it behind him at the conference 
or took it with him and destroyed it later. He advised that any 
note he did make was extremely brief and in no way could be con- 
sidered to be approximate full notes. He stated he can almost 
positively state he did not put pencil to paper. He advised he 
cannot recall seeing anyone else at the conference taking notes. 

He advised that following the Presidential meeting, he 
met General VANDENBERG at 12:00 Noon, and then at 1:00 P.M., had 
luncheon with the Secretary of Defense and a group of labor 
representatives. He advised that he dictated no memorandum or 
writing of any sort with direct and immediate relation to the 
meeting. He advised he has seen no memoranda or material of any 
sort written by anyone relating to the conference concerned with 
this investigation. 
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He advised lae is positive he has discussed the meeting 
only with VANDENBERG and LOVETT. In qualifying this, he advised 
that even the se^ discussions were; not as to the actual conference 
but pertinent, more to matters which were logical follow- throughs 
and outgrowths of the items discussed at the conference and the 
views expressed of those in attendance. 

Mr. FINLETTER stated that on the day of the conference, 

General VANDENBERG came to his office about 12:00 No on and 

dl c t ated a rou gh draft, memorandum to Mr. FINLETTER 1 a I I b6 

| concerning the views on the withdrawal of troops b7 
from Korea in the event of a cease-fire order. He stated that 
after this memorandum was typed up, he destroyed it and dictated 
to the same secretary another rough draft memorandum of his own 
(FINLETTER) along the same lines, the original of which was fur- 
nished to Mr. LOVETT during the latter part of the afternoon of 
December 10, 1951* He Stated that the following day he prepared 
a new memorandum for Mr. LOVETT pertaining to the same matter. 

Mr. FINLETTER made a copy of this memorandum available and is set 
forth as follows: 

"December 10, i95l 

"MEMORANDUM FOR THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 

"1. The conference with the President today on 
the Korean situation failed to bring out certain im- 
portant points. 

" 2. At the meeting it was decided that, since 
we now have what we went into Korea to get, namely the 
defeat of the aggression, we should adopt the. attitude 
of conceding all points within reason to get the cease- 
. fire. 

"3. What wasn’t said, however, is that once we 
get a cease-fire, from that moment on our military 

f osition deteriorat es. The Chinese, free from our 
nierdiction campaign, can bring in men and materiel - 
and no inspection teams of ours are going to stop them. 

Our morale will go down. Our fighting ability will go 
down. And our domestic support for the operation will 
go down further than it already has. 
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Moreover, the attaining of the cease-fire 
may fail to defeat the Russo-Chinese plan of pinning ' 


n Korea. 


This results from the fact that an agreement to permit 
the gradual withdrawal of UN and Communist troops, 
without a firm decision in advance by the UN to punish 
a violation of the cease-fire by aggressive means, is 
not to our interest, and cannot be carried out without 
risking all we have fought for in Korea. Once we 
withdraw our troops they are going to be very hard to 
put back. On the contrary it would be easy for the 
Communists to withdraw beyond the Yalu and come back 
whenever they want to. 

”In short, a cease-fire without a firm position 
and statement as to what the UN intends to do if the 
terms of the cease-fire are broken and without pro - 
vision for the rapid withdrawal of UN troops , "is a 
disadvantageous operation from our point of view. / 

" 5 * The question arises what then should we do? 
The following is suggested: 

"a. Make a provision in the cease-fire ar- 
rangements which will result in the United Nations 
ground troops being pulled out as rapidly as they can 
be after the signing of the cease-fire. 

"b. Leave a thin line of South Korean troops, „ 
and maybe even a token United Nations force, in South 
Korea. 

w c. Make arrangements with our major allies 
to issue a joint statement, approved by the UN, serv- 
ing notice on China that we no longer intend to hold 
the Korean front by great ground forces as at present, 
but that if the Chinese run over our modest forces 
that will bring down vast retaliatory action by the 
XJN on the mainland of China. We should also consider 
whether this statement might not contain a request to 
Russia to use her best efforts to prevent the Chinese 
from violating the cease-fire agreement. 

”d. We must agree with our friends in the UN 
what this vast retaliatory action means. It 
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presumably would mean a naval blockade, harassment of 
the lines of communication by bombing, continuing the 
use of guerrilla troops, and maybe releasing chiang 
for action on the mainland. The question of certain 
other special air action would have to be considered; 
also the use of the A-bomb. These are, however, in a 
way, questions of detail. The important thing is to 
get agreement with our friends in UK to be ready to go 
through with a good tough campaign, but without the 
use of ground troops other than Chiang 1 a. 

(Signed) Thomas K. Finletter" 


With respect to the final memorandum prepared by 
Mr. 5INLETTER, he had in his office, at the time of the inter- 
view, eighteen copies of this memorandum. He advised that the 
original had gone to Mr. LOVETT and he believed that another 
copy went to General VANDENBERG. He stated an original and 
nineteen copies of this memorandum were prepared. 

In connection with the VANDENBERG rough draft memorandum 
and the rough draft memorandum of FINLETTER, these were located 
at the time of the interview in Mr. FINLETTER' s office torn in 
pieces, and it was not possible, at the time of the interview, 
for his secretaries to piece together all of the copies of the 
memoranda, but they were able to piece together from the con- 
fidential waste in his office the originals of these two rough 
draft memoranda. 

Secretary FINLETTER advised all of the memoranda i n 
question were dictated to his | 1 He 

advised the security regulations In his office are very exacting 
and are of the type to prevent the entrance of any outside 
individual during the daytime. He advised that during the h 

evening hours all confidential material is securely locked up. b 
He advised the material handled In his office, and particularly 
the m emoranda under discus sion, would have been seen onl y by him- 
self, | , I another I I and his 

aide. Colonel 1 1 He informed top secret material 

handled in his office 'would not be examined even by official 
military and civilian personnel outside hi» immediate staff, as 
identified above. He stated he is completely certain of the 
security of his office and stated it to be his opinion that it 
would be most irregular for any individual, other than himself 


50 



WFO 65-6060 

and the three members of the staff, to see these memoranda, 
further relation to the security of the memoranda involved, 
stated that he recalls he personally delivered the original 
Secretary LOVETT. < 

In connection With this memorandum Colonel I 

I I aide to Mr. FINLETTER, subsequently furnished a case 

history concerning these memoranda prepared by General VANDENBERG 
and Secretary FINLETTER relative to the meeting at the White 
House on December 10, 1951. General VANDENBERG’ s memorandum 
was typed once with original and three copies. All copies 
accounted for ordered destroyed by Secretary FINLETTER. Mr. 
FINLETTER had prepared one draft original and three copies, all . 
accounted for and ordered destroyed. Mr. FINLETTER prepared a 
second draft with original and six copies, the original of which 
was given to Mr.' LOVETT- with no signature, the remaining six 
copies accounted for. The. third draft original and seven copies 
all accounted for. The final memorandum, a copy of which is set 
forth above, was prepared as an original and nineteen copies. 

The original was given by Mr. FINLETTER to Mr. LOVETT and copy 
number nine was given to General VANDENBERG. The copy furnished 
General VANDENBERG was returned and all other copies have been 

accounted for in Mr. FINLETTER' s office. Secretary toto/pt ad-. 

vised Inspector CARL E. HENNRICH and Special Agent] 

that he had in his possession the original memorandum prepared 
by Mr. FINLETTER, In connection with the original of the rough 
draft which was delivered to Mr. LOVETT by Mr. FINLETTER, Mr. 
FINLETTER advised and had at the time of the Interview this 
original rough draft memorandum whieh he stated he obtained from 
Mr, LOVETT* s office so that he could prepare the final memorandum 
for Mr. LOVETT on this matter. 

He was asked as to whether he knows JACK ANDERSON, an 
employee of DREW PEARSON, and he informed he knows no individual 
by this name. In response to questions, he likewise advised he 
does not know any employee or associate of DREW PEARSON. He 
stated that some years ago he did know an individual, whose name 
he could not recall, who was employed as a "leg-man" for PEARSON, 
but has had no Contact with this individual. He advised he is 
acquainted with DREW PEARSON, but advised he has not seen him 
for months and stated positively he has not discussed the matter 
under investigation with PEARSON in any way. He stated he dis- 
cussed this meeting only with General VANDENBERG and Secretary 
LOVETT and on the basis Indicated herein before. He recalled 
that on December 11, 1951, he had luncheon at 1:00 P*M. at the 


With 

he 

to 
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Metropolitan Club with Admiral SOUERS and in this regard in- 
formed that it is possible he may have mentioned the meeting 
during his luncheon with SOTJEBS, but does not think this occurred 
and advised that if it did occur, it was merely a mention and 
not a discussion. He was specifically questioned as to whether 
he ( had in mind any suspects who .might have been responsible for 
the leak of information involved, or whether he possessed any 
other information of possible aid or pertinence to this investi- 
gation, and in response thereto advised he possesses no infor- 
mation whatsoever. 
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INTERVIEW WITH GENERAL HOYT S. VANDENBERG, 

CHIEF, U.S, AIR FORCE 

General HOYT S. VANDENBERG was Inte rviewed on D ecern- b6 
bar 17. 1Q 51. at hi 3 office by Sp ecial Agents | I b7c 

I and I I 1 

He stated on December 8, 1951 > General BRADLEY told 
Him that the President was making inquiry about a message the 
Joint Chiefs of Staff sent to General RIDGWAY concerning the 
peace negotiations, and they drew the conclusion that the Presi- 
dent possibly would come back to Washington to discuss the 
reasons behind the message and the conditions being discussed In 
the peace negotiations. 

General VANDENBERG stated he had been officially in- 
formed of the meeting by his Aide, Brigadier General R. A. 
GRUSSENDORF, who had been informed by General ROBERTfLEE. that 
Admiral LALOR, Assistant Secretary of the Joint Chiefs Of Staff, 
had received word that the meeting was to be held on December 10, 
1951. He stated that on December 9, 195l» in preparation for 
this conference, he requested his office to have on his desk on 
the morning of December 10, 1951 > the available air strength and 
composition of the Air Force in Korea and other Far Eastern units, 
and also a paper which had been prepared a week before on the 
location of all f- 86 planes other than those in Korea. He stated 
that he desired this information so that he would have it avail- 
able at the meeting at the White House in the event the President 
made any inquiry concerning these matters. He stated that on 
the morning of the conference and just prior to the conference 
he had discussed with Mr. FINLETTER the information on the F-86 
planes, advising him that this information should be available 
at the meeting in the event the President made any inquiry con- 
cerning it. 

In connection with the question as to whether he had 
prepared any memorandum or other record with relation to the 
matters covered at the conference, General VANDENBERG explained 
that he had an alternate proposal on the peace negotiation in- 
suring protection of the oth Army. He stated at the time of the 
conference at the White House he had this alternative proposal 
In mind and mentioned it at the conference without giving any 
details. In this connection General VANDENBERG stated that what 
he said at the conference was substantially as follows: "There 
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is a possible additional approach to this question. If the UN \ 

could come out with a very strong statement to the effect that 1 

if there was a violation to the. present line of contact, there ! 

would be a new war with no holds barred, and we might be able to 1 

afford to pull out practically all troops immediately after a 1 

cease-fire and let the Reds put in as many airfields and troops l 

as they desired. ” He pointed out at the conference this statement \ 
by himself, which was the only statement he made at the conference, 
was discussed for about a minute and a half by those present. 


He stated shortly following the conference on the same 
day he conferred with Mr. FINLETTER about this alternate proposal, 
and together they prepared a memorandum for Mr. LOVETT, Secretary 
of Defense. He stated after the memorandum was prepared he and 
Mr. FINLETTER personally delivered the original to Mr. LOVETT. 

He stated there was nothing in the memorandum that had been dis- 
cussed at the President's conference, and, in fact, specifically 
described its contents as relating to matters which had not been 
discussed at the White House conference. General VANDENBERG 
stated that he had a coiit of this and he had given 

it to his aide, Colonel] for possible use of be 

the State Department in the e vent the proposal appeared to have b 7c 
any merit. He stated Colonel 1 I was an officer on a special 

assignment In his (VANDENBERG* s) office to assist him for speech 
writing. 


General VANDENBERG stated since the conference he had 
discussed it only with Secretaries LOVETT and FINLETTER.. 

General VANDENBERG read the article attributed to 
ROBERT S. ALLEN as appearing in the "New York Post” for December 

13, 1951. 

He stated in connection with remarks in the article 
attributed to himself, they were definitely not stated by him 
at the conference although he has made similar remarks at the 
Joint Chiefs of Staff conferences and has stated them in public. 

General VANDENBERG stated he believed that the 
article was largely in error on what actually transpired at 
the conference. He stated he was of the opinion that any per- 
son who had access to what transpired at the conference could 
have written a far better article unless the writer had delib- 
erately slanted it, pointing out that the ALLEN article did not 
reflect the real purpose of the meeting. General VANDENBERG 
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further stated he believes the ALLEN sir tide could have been 
prepared by someone who had closely followed the Korean situation 
and the public statements and positions proclaimed by the various 
Joint Chiefs of Staff without access to an actual account of the 
meeting. 

With respect to the material in the article attri- 
buted to General BRADLEY, General VANDENBERG stated he could 
not recall General BRADLEY saying that the UN could have a cease- 
fire in Korea. He pointed out that no one is sure of a cease- 
fire and that everyone is wondering if a cease-fire can be ob- 
tained. He further stated with respect to the statement attri- 
buted to General BRADLEY concerning rotation of troops and 
the building of airfields in North Korea, General BRADLEY may 
have said this but it certainly was not the main subject matter 
of the conference. He pointed out the main reason for the con- 
ference was not the concessions that would be made but how far 
the United States would go before ceasing the negotiations. 

General VANDENBERG further pointed out that he did not think 
General BRADLEY would say the Communists refused to agree with 
the UN view relating to the rotation of troops because the nego- 
tiations are still being carried on and that the matter concerning 
the rotation of troops has not come to the breaking point. 

General VANDENBERG stated that as far as he knows the Reds have 
not tried to trade on the issue of new airfields as against the 
issue of rotation of troops. He pointed out the U.S. has in- 
sisted as one of the points in the negotiation that there were 
to be no new airfields constructed in North Korea. He stated 
he does not recall General BRADLEY stating that the Reds have 
indicated they would make a concession on troop rotation if 
allowed to build some airfields in North Korea. He feels positive 
that if General BRADLEY had made such statement that he certainly 
would have remembered it, pointing out that the United States’ 
position has always been positive on not allowing the construction 
of new airfields in North Korea, and therefore, this point was 
not discussed at the conference because it was an accepted fact. 

With respect to the material attributed to General 
COLLINS, General VANDENBERG stated he could not recall this 
matter being brought up at the conference but it had been dis- 
cussed at previous Joint Chiefs of Staff meetings. He is posi- 
tive that General COLLINS did not relate the points concerning 
rotation of troops to the points concerning the construction of 
new airfields in North Korea. He stated he is of the opinion 
that General COLLINS has always maintained that the UN forces 
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are strong in Korea and that we can hold the peninsula; however, 
he did not recall General COLLINS saying this at the conference, 
and he is positive that General COLLINS made no remarks concern- 
ing the airfield point. General VANDENBERG stated that he would 
have been extremely surprised if General COLLINS had made the 
remark at the conference "Until hell freezes over”. He stated 
that this meeting was much more dignified, and he believes that 
General COLLINS would not have spoken to the President in such 
language, and if General COLLINS had so spoken, he (VANDENBERG) 
would have certainly remembered it. 

Concerning that part of the article which states 
General BRADLEY agreed with General COLLINS, he stated he does 
not recall this : at the conference or does he recall any mention 
of the importance of not allowing the Communists to build up a 
powerful Air Force. 

With respect to that part of the article which refers 
to the President listening intently to the military leaders and 
saying nothing until they had finished, General VANDENBERG stated 
that was not what happened at the conference. He stated the 
President first had General BRADLEY brief those present on the 
Korean. situation and then the President told the conference what 
was troubling him concerning the instructions sent to General 
RIDGWAY. He stated General BRADLEY and Secretary LOVETT together 
with Acting Secretary WEBB did most of the talking. He stated 
General COLLINS and himself had very little to say. 

With respect to that part of the article attributed to 
the President concerning the President’s anxiety to bring the 
fighting to an end, General VANDENBERG stated that he couldn't 
recall the President saying this, but that the President could 
have stated it, and he would expect the President at such a . 
conference to say substantially what Is attributed to him in 
the article. He pointed out he is definite that the President 
did not say "but I will not agree to concessions to the Commu- 
nists that we may regret later on". He stated the President 
had not made this point in that way. He stated that' the article 
makes it appear that the President thought the members attending 
the conference wanted peace at any price. He stated, however, 
actually such was not the case. He stated at the conclusion of 
the conference the President agreed with those present on their 
reasons for sending the negotiation instructions to General 
RIDGWAY. 


56 



* # 


WFO 65-6060 


General VANDE3SBERG advised with respect to the 
statement in the article that the buildup of South Korea 
was ilscussed, that this was true. He pointed out, however, this . 
is >t unusual and this question is normally discussed at all 
me ..lags of this type because of the importance of this question* 

He was asked to state whether he recalled any comment 
by ae President during the conference as to a possible extension 
of ime in the event a cea3e-fire order was not achieved by 
December 27 » 1951* It is to be noted that a reference to such 
an alleged statement on the part of the President was contained 
in the PEARSON article in the possession of JACK ANDERSON. 

General VANDENBEBG advised to the best of his knowledge the 
President made no such reference* 

General VANDENBERG stated he was not acquainted 
with JACK ANDERSON or any other employee or associate of 
DREW PEARSON. He stated he has only met DREW PEARSON on 
one occasion which was about two years ago when he was 
introduced to him in the Pentagon Building* He stated the 
last time he had any contact of any sort with ROBERT S. ALLEN 
was when the latter was the Intelligence Officer for General 
GEORGE PATTON in Europe during World War II. 

He was asked if he could furnish any information 
or had any suggestions which might assist the FBI in carrying 
out the desire of the President in this matter. He replied 
in the negative. 
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INTERVIEW WITH GENERAL J. LAWTON COLLINS 


General J. LAWTON COLLINS, 
by Special Agents | I 

;om 3E668, Pentagon, on December 1 ' 


rf, was interviewed 
Jin his office. 


General COLLINS advised he attended the White House conference 
Monday, December 10, 1951* General COLLINS stated that he followed Mr* 
WHITEHAIR as speaker and related he made three points, speaking at two 
r afferent times# General COLLINS advised he first directed remarks to 
the question as to whether a U*N« statement containing a threat would have 
aaay deterring effect on the Communist enemy. It had been suggested that 
it would have an effect on the Russians and possibly on the amount of aid 
afforded the Chinese by the Russians# Admiral FECHTELER doubted the wisdom 
of including any threat to be contingent on breach of an armistice agree- 
ment as no one knows what action we may find desirable several years from 
now when the agreement may be violated. General COLLINS said his own 
views in the matter were that he did not agree with Admiral FECHTELER* s 
. position, but rather concurred with the position that while the Chinese 
Comaunists might disregard a warning, it still might have a good effect 
on the Russians# General COLLINS stated while he was speaking, he covered 
another matter, namely, that the armistice might be all we will get, that 
we may not get a peace treaty for several years, and that we may want to 
stay there a long time? and that whatever the conditions of the armistice, 
we will want to rebuild and make repairs in the rear areas* .General 
COLLINS continued that he also stated he would favor everything in connec- 
tion with repairs and rehabilitation except in connection with permitting 
military airfields to be built and pointed out we may have to give in on 
one or two commercial airfields* 

General COLLINS remarked that at a later time during the pro- 
ceedings of the conference, the President expressed great concern over the 
air build-up of the Communist forces and the possibility that we might not 
be able to maintain our forces in Korea. General COLLINS stated this was 
the reason that he again spoke. General COLLINS stated he assured the 
President that if this was what was causing the President's concern, he 
, would guarantee that we will not be thrown out of Korea* 

The article prepared by columnist ROBERT S. ALLEN which appeared 
in the "New York Post" December 13, 1951, was displayed to General COLLINS. 
That column in substance indicated General COLLINS favored some terms on 
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the airfield dispute but insisted the Communists be required to agree on 
troop rotation, pointing out the lack of troop rotation would effect the 
morale of our men. In addition General COLLINS was reported by ALLEN to 
have stated our army could hold the present line "until hell freezes 
over." General COLLINS related the ALLEN article substantially set forth 
his position in this matter and that part of the remarks attributed to 
him by ALLEN actually may have been made by him. He related he may have 
made some mention of troop rotation at the conference but he was not sure 
that he did mention it. ‘ .. . 

General COLLINS was not absolutely certain as to the language 
he employed in the above statement and advised he may have used the phrase 
I -will "put my money" or "for. my money," we will not be thrown out, but is 
certain that he did not say that our forces can hold on in Korea "until 
hell freezes over." He commented that this is not an expression which he 
uses and added that he would not have used it before the President at a 
formal conference. 

The ALLEN news column quoted the President as having remarked 
in substance that he was anxious to bring the fighting to an end if 
possible but would not agree to concessions that we may regret later on* 
Also the President warned the necessity of being careful lest in our 
eagerness to secure truce we sell ourselves short. Concerning this state- 
ment attributed to the President, General COLLINS stated it was essentially 
what the President had said but not a word for word quotation. The ALIEN . 
column was noted to attribute to General VANDENBERG in substance he was 
vi; rously opposed to giving any ground on the matter of permitting the 
. Communists to build airfields, pointing out bases in North Korea would be 
of great combat value in the event the Communists decide to break the 
truce next spring. General COLLINS stated ALLEN's remarks attributed to 
Ger ?al VANDENBERG were essentially correct although not as complete as 
Ger fal VANDENBERG had outlined his position. The ALLEN column in sub- 
stance set forth General BRADLEY as having pointed out the issues of the 
dea lock on the matter of rotation of our troops along with the Communists' 
ir {ting on a freeze on replacements and weapons. Also General BRADLEY 
its. reported as having indicated the Communists would make concessions on 
rotation if they were permitted to build some airfields. General COLLINS 
related that the ALLEN column was essentially accurate but he did not 
believe that General BRADLEY had indicated the Communists were trading a 
rotation of troops against airfields as stressed by ALLEN* 

General COLLINS Could offer no suggestion as to how a leak had 
occurred and expressed the belief it would be possible for someone to have 
prepared the column of ROBERT S, ALLEN from bits of information picked up 
here and there from individuals receiving the information second or third 


■ ’ ■ gg at 

/o-ii/- 97 OCrrf &*»***+ 



WO 60-6060 


hand, from an official who attended the conferences, such second or third 
hand sources being persons possessed of intimate knowledge of the subject 
matter and previous conferences* As for the personnel present at the 
White House conference. General, COLLINS advised he had no personal suspicions 
concerning any member present* 


General COLLINS advised that he did not make any notes during 
or after the conference, and thereafter did not make any record of memorandum 
pf the proceedings of the conference* Furthermore, he stated he had not 
discussed the proceedings of the conference with anyone* 


General COLLINS recalled his acquaintanceship with DREW PEARSON 
dated back several years when he was Chief of Public Information shortly 
after the war* He advised his first meeting with PEARSON came about follow- 
ing a PEARSON article which had criticized General EISENHOWER unjustly so 
he invited PEARSON to his home to talk the matter over* At ■ that time, 

, General COLLINS advised he and PEARSON reached a "gentlemen’s agreement" 
that whenever PEARSON received any complaints or allegations of inefficiency, 
dishonesty, or other malfeasance in connection with the Aiiny, he would first 
make them known to General COLLINS, who would in turn ascertain and furnish 
the true facts to PEARSON* If the facts, were as alleged, PEARSON could pub- 
lish them) tut if he could show they were false or inaccurate, PEARSON would 
refrain from publication# General COLLINS related that this working arrange- 
ment with PEARSON had been satisfactory for a considera ble time* General 
COLLINS recalled that sometime during the period of the | | brothers 

fraud investigations, PEARSON had called him one Sunday to inquire whether 
the Army had a cont ract for the manufacture of caskets and in which con- 
tract the had an interest* General COLLINS advised he ascertained 

that the information presented by PEARSON was not true and so advised 
PEARSON, who refrained from making any mention of it* Sometime later General 
COLLINS recalled PEARSON had published a critical article containing 
erroneous information, so he had PEARSON to lunch in the Pentagon and called 
his attention to PEARSON’S having violated their "gentlemen’s agreement"# 
General. COLLINS advised, he recalled no further incidents thereafter* 
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General COLLINS stated that he had never engaged in any social 
dealings with PEARSON and had never visited in his home or received him 
except on the one occasion* As a matter of fact, he has not seen PEARSON 
in more than a year* General COLLINS added that he knows who JACK ANDERSON 
is, but never had met him> likewise, he did not know the identity of any 
other of PEARSON ’s employees* Concerning ROBERT S« ALLEN,- General COLLINS 
stated he knew ALLEN, but had not seen nor talked with him in more than a 
year* 
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